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Sir: 



Applicant's representative initiated a telephone conference with the Examiner, which Was 
conducted on June 10, 2003, to discuss the finality of the Office Action (PTO mail date May 6, 
2003; Paper No. 11) and the Interview Summary (PTO mail date May 6, 2003; Paper No. 11). 
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In the telephone conference, the new grounds of rejection raised in the final Office 
Action were discussed. The Examiner explained that the Information Disclosure Statement filed 
on March 26, 2003, and the new claims 11-14 necessitated all of the new grounds of rejection. 
Therefore, the Examiner maintained that the finality of the Office Action is proper. 

Additionally, Applicant's representative discussed with the Examiner the Interview 
Summary that was included with the final Office Action (PTO mail date May 6, 2003; Paper No. 
1 1). Applicant noted that this interview was initiated by the Examiner and conducted on April 
30, 2003 for the purpose of presenting a proposed Examiner's Amendment. Further, Applicant's 
representative noted that, although form PTO-413 was used to summarize the interview instead 
of form PTO-413B (Examiner Initiated Interview), the Interview Sunmiary and corresponding 
Continuation of Substance of Interview accurately reflect the substance of the interview initiated 
by the Examiner. Additionally, Applicant's representative noted that, during the telephone 
conference of April 30, 2003, the Examiner became aware of the Information Disclosure 
Statement, which was filed by Applicant on March 26, 2003, and at that time, the Examiner 
promptly withdrew the proposal for an Examiner's Amendment in order to review the 
Information Disclosure Statement. 

Therefore, as discussed in the telephone conference of June 10, 2003, Applicant's 
representative submits this Statement of the Substance of the interview initiated by the Examiner 
and conducted on April 30, 2003, as well as the telephone conference initiated by Applicant's 
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representative and conducted on June 10, 2003, in accordance with MPEP § 713.04 and 37 
C.F.R. § 1.133. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 
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